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TO 


The very Learned and 


Right Reverend Father in God, 


10 H IN 


Lord Biſhop of OX FO RD. 


My Lord, 


HE deſgn of prefixing Your Name to theſe 
Papers us not, in the ordinary ſtile of ſuch 
Aadreſſes, to draw Your Lordſhip s cha- 
rafter, which ts above the Ornaments of 

Pen; nor to beg Your Patronage of the imperfe- 
ons of this Work, which not even Your Loraſhnþ s 
ame can guard from the cenſure of the Reader, 
ho will approve or condemn it according to that 
taſon and Evidence, which it brings for the Doctrine 
rein maintain d. 
A Diſcourſe on ſo important, and fundamental an 
ricle of the Chriſtian Faith, could not, in my Ap- 
eenſon, be better adorn d or recommended to the 
la, than by the Name and Patronage of a Chri- 
ian Biſhop ; and amongſt thoſe of our own Church, 1 
was 


was ſoon determin d to Your Lordſhip, as by nd 
conſiderations, which You, my Lord, will not, © 
others need not hear; ſo particularly by Your Erd 
lent Judgment of the preſent Argument; Your kn 
Real for every thing, both in Doctrine and Diſcipliſ 
that is truly Primitive and Chriſtian: and laſth, 
that Duty and Obedience which J owe, aud by | 
Grace of Cod, ſhall ever pay to Your Lordſbip, 
my Regt Reverend and Worthy Daoceſan. | 
If by the bleſſing of God, who often effects his pi 
poſes by the meaneſt Inſtruments, it ſhall any wi 
conduce to ſettle the weak and wavering, and fl 
firm the ſtrong, in the Faith; to recall thoſe who d 

gone out from us; to check the Inſolence and Pe 
lancy of our common Adverſaries, and ſtop the grun 
of their Poi ſſonous and Heretical Dottrmes, I ha 
my end in the publication of this Diſcourſe ; and Ti 
Lordſhip will, with me, give God the praiſe and gl 


thereof. I am, AY - 
My Lord, 1] : 

= 

Your Lordſhips 


Moſt Dutiful and Obedient 


Son and Seryant, 


TH 0. HINI 
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On ACT-SUNDAY. 


John JI. 14. | 

hd the Word was made fleſh, and 

dwelt among us (and we beheld his 

gory, the glory 25 of the only begotten. 
o the Father) full of grace and truth. 


7 Ntending, by God's aſſiſtance, to aſſert and 
| prove the Divinity of our Bleſſed Saviour, 
| the Second Perſon of the ever Bleſſed and un- 
divided Trinity, I have taken the words, 
nereon 1 ground this Afertion, from this Evan- 
lit; who by antient Writers * is affirm d to have 
rote his Goſpel on this very deſign, in oppoſi- 
on to Cerinthus and his followers, who by their 
ale and impious Gloſſes had perverted and un- 
krmin'd this great, fundamental, and diſtinguiſh- 
ig Article of our moſt Holy Religion. If then 


a Tren. Lib. III. cap. 11. Edit. Par. 1710. Heron. in Catall. 
A One 
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2 The Divinity of our Saviour 
one of the trueſt and ſureſt means of diſcoveriil 
the ſenſe of any Writer whatſoever be to atter 
to the deſign of his writing, if from him we ma 
expect a Doctrine to be plainly and pofitivefi 
taught, whoſe chief and proteſſed defign it y 
to teach it, if words, taken in their moſt obvioi 
natural and eaſy ſenſe, are capable of fignifyig 
the Unity of the Divine Nature, ſubſiſting in thr] 
FHypoſtaſes or Perſons, terms which, for want 
better (if better can be had) the Church of Gd 
has hitherto us'd: if ſo ine ffable and incomprf 
henfible a Myſtery can poſſibly be expreſs di @ 
infinuated to our weak and finite underſtandinf 
by the Spirit of God himſelf, then may we coff 
fidently and truly affirm that it hath been dof 
by the inſpird Writers of the New Teſtameti 
and in particular by this Evangeliſt. For, fail 
Irenaus, Neither our Lord, nor the Holy Spirit, f 
the Apoſtles would ever have nam d him, who was u 
God, definitively and abſolutely God, unleſs he wi 
truly God; neither would they have call d any one Lo 
ex {ua perſona, or in his own perſon (that is, 1 
miſtake not, in contradiſtinction or oppoſition | 
a falſe and counterfeit Lordſhip or Dominidf 
ſuch was that of the Gods of the Heathen; or 


ain 
the | 
the 
yl 


2 Neque igitur Dominus, neque Spiritus Sanctus, neque Apol 

eum, qui non eſſet Deus, definitive & abſolute Deum nominaſſent 
quando, niſi eſſet vere Deus; neque Dominum appellaſſent aliquem 
ſoa periona, niſi qui dominatur omnium, Deum Patrem, & Fill 
ejus, qui dominium accepit a Patre ſuo omnis conditionis.— 
igitur cum Pater fit Dominus, & Filius vere ſit Dominus, merito 5 
tus Sanctus Domini appellatione ſignavit eos. — Utroſque Del 


pellatione ſignavit Spiritus, & eum, qui ungitur Filium, & eum, WP" 4 
ungit, id eſt, Patrem. Iren. Lib. III. cap. 6. S. 1. Nunquam ngert 
Prophetæ, neque Apoſtoli alium Deum nominaverunt, præter de nd 
& ſolum Deum. Multo magis ipſe Dominus, qui & Ceſar: quiq 

quæ Cæſaris ſunt reddi jubet, & quæ Dei ſunt Deo; Cæſarem quai 1 


Ceſarem nominans, Deum vero Deum confitens. ibid. cap. 8. 5 1. 


5 
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Proud from Scripture. 3 
inferior and delegated Authority, ſuch is that 
Princes and Magiſtrates, all which are ſome- 
nes in Scripture call d Gods and Lords, * as there 
bod, many, and Lords many) they would not, ſaith 
he, in this ſenſe have call d any one Lord, but him 
"ho ruleth over all, namely God the Father, and his 


„, who has receiv d from his Father dominion over 


ery creature. Seeing therefore the Father 1s truly 
ld, and the Son truly Lord, with good reaſon hath 
Holy Spirit fixed the titles of God and Lord, both 
Wn the Father, and upon the Son. So that if theſe 
ies of God and Lord, which this Evangeliſt, 
pgether with the other Apoſtles, hath, according 
el news, definitively and abſolutely, that is, in 
dtrict and literal ſenſe of thoſe words, attributed 
b the Son, cannot ground a juſt and ſufficient 
tam to a true and proper Godhead equal with 
he Father, we muſt ſay that the Spirit of God 
Wether could not, or would not, declare this great 
liyſtery to us, in ſuch meaſure, I mean, as we are 
de to comprehend, and make it the Object of our 
Fath; which to affirm 1s no leſs than blaſphemy. 
But for a farther confirmation of this truth, and 
lat it may more evidently appear what was the 
Wiicf, at leaſt one of the chief views, with which 
i, John wrote his Goſpel, 1 need only to draw 
Nit a ſhort Scheme or Summary of the Cermthian 
pinions concerning the perſon of the bleſſed Je- 
„ whereby we ſhall perceive the manifeſt and 
ect oppoſition, which the Evangeliſt makes to 
very branch thereof. And this being done will 
e a moſt plain and eaſy comment on the firſt 
art of this Chapter, whence my Text is taken, 
ad other parts of his Goſpel and Epiſtles, as well 
b many more paſlages in the New Teſtament, 

4 I Cor, VIIL. 5. A 2 wherein 
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4 The Divinity of our Saviour 


wherein the ſame Doctrine of Chriſt's Divin;Mi t 
will by this means appear to be expreſsly ay 
clearly deliver d. 36 
Theſe Hereticks then (the offspring of SimM/!! 
Magus) together with his other Followers h © 
their name, or Fulneſs of the Deity, the Se ls. 
of the Supreme and Unknown Father and Had. 
Fellow Aon =:»1, and of other inviſible and u beit 
utterable powers. From this Father, who on, 
ſometimes call d Ion r , and Nooapxy, they do Natr 
riv d Mevezzv7s, or the only begotten, and froi ure, 
him the Ass, or Word. Of Feſus they affirmMirn 
that he was begotten of his parents Foſeph anf bon 
Mary by a natural generation, or in the commoſWnik 
way with other men; and by conſequence v 2 
mere man: only he excell d other men in Juſtih War, 
and Wiſdom, and other moral endowments. ThWvie 
upon this Feſus at his Baptiſm Chriſt came dow 
from the Supreme God, in the form of a DovyMFit! 
and reveal d the unknown Father firſt to hint, 
then by him to other men, and in him wrong 
miracles. That at the Paſſion of Feſus Chriſt d 
parted from him, flying back to the Pleroma fronWt!: 
whence he came; and that Feſus only died ani 
roſe again, Chriſt, by reaſon of his Spiritualit Ch 
being not capable of ſuffering. It would be te 


dious and altogether foreign to my preſent deſg W 


to ſhew how theſe abſurd and deteſtable conceitii 
do ſubvert the whole Oeconomy of the Goſpel” 
However we may obſerve, with the learned Mu. 

| Thornatke b, that hereby as it u manifeſt that the otb 
held with the Church that Chriſt is God (aſſuring u 4 i 
ef 


thereby that it was the original Faith of the Church 


| 4 Vide Dom. Maſſue: Diſſert. prev, 1. iu Iren. Art. 128, Tren. iplul 
Lib: I. cap. 26. 6 Covenant of Grace cap. xv. pag. 106. 


\ 


| Prov'd from Scripture. YN 
i thy ſve that the overſhadowing of the Bleſſed 

in by the Holy Ghoſt imports the Incarnation of 
I Godhead to them who belive it, as the coming down 
oY Hal Ghoſt, at his Baptiſm, imports the dwell- 
Wn of God s Spirit in Chriſt till his ſuffering, to Cerin- 
Wis. We may likewiſe farther obſerve the great 


eir whole Hypotheſis, namely, that of one Per- 
Wn, who in reſpect of his Office, and different 
WM\:tures, and Generations peculiar to each Na- 
are, has in Scripture ſeveral Names, they have 


om Chriſt, the only begotten from the Word, 


an rom ö 
no naking the one to proceed from the other, where- 
Wi s according to the Evangeliſt in the Text, the 


Word was the only begotten of the Father. And 
whereas theſe Heretichs have remov d Feſus, who 
Ws the only begotten, to a great diſtance from the 
Father, and made him an utter ſtranger to the 
father or Supreme God, inſomuch that Chriſt 
game down from above to reveal him to Feſus, the 
Evangeliſt here affirms that the Word or only be- 
wtten, who afterwards was made fleſh, and accord- 
Ing to the Scriptures was nam'd Feſus, and was the 
Chriſt, was in the beginning with God, nay that he 
vs God: that he not only was with God, when the 
World was made, but that the World was made 

lim, and without him was not any thing made, that 
vas made, v. 3. 10. All which is a flat contradiction 
b another Tenet of Cerinthus or of his Fellows the 
other Gnoſtic e, who feign d ſome other Principle 
of a different Nature — the Father, though 
reſident in his boſom, to have made the World. 


— 


8 


a Vid. Iren Lib, III. cap. 16, 17, 18. 
But 


I capital error of theſe men, which runs through 


om d ſeveral perſons; and have ſeparated Feſus 


2 
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6 The Divinity of our Saviour | 
But the Evangeliſt proceeds, affirming that F 
Word is the true light, which lighteth every man il 
cometh into the World. v. 9. That fo far was it fri 
being poſſible that the Father ſhou!d be unkng 
to him, that by the teſtimony of Fohn the Bape: 
a man ſent from God, he aſſures us that the i 
begotten Son, which 1s in the boſom of the Father, 
hath declar d him. v. 18. Hence, as the {: 
learned Perſon hath again obſerv d, when &. q 
attributes to our Lord the titles of only begotten, 
the Light, and the Truth (which he that reads rend 
will ſee that the Gnoſticks made ſeveral Perſons, q 

ſtituting that Fulneſs, which ſeveral Setts of them 
zmagine ) it muſt be concluded that they finding ti 

Titles attributed by the Chriſtians to our Lord, did 
attributing them to ſeveral Perſons, of whom the 

veral Sele of them framed their ſeveral Fulne 

adulterate Chriſtianity : and that the Evangeliſt, f 

ing them ſo doing, vindicates their true ſenſe, by fix 
the ſaid Titles, and the Godhead which they imp 
upon our Lord Chriſt, to whom they are due. | 
like may be obſervd in many other parts of 

New Teſtament ; and in particular, againſt 
Pleroma or Fulneſs of the Godhead, devisd 
theſe Heretichs, is the Fulneſs, mentiond by 

Paul, very probably oppos'd, where he ſays, | 
cording to our Tranſlation, that it pleas d the] 

ther that in him, namely in Chriſt, ſhould all Ful 

dwell; but as it ſhould be render d, in him all 
neſs was pleas d or conſented to dwell, in & ound won 

mv To IA 4 D ð!trñ 1 19. Which 

ference in rendring (though not great) yet m: 
a great difference in ſenſe; for whereas our Tri 


＋— 


a Covenant of Grace, bid. pag. 1 10. © | 
an 


I | 


jg by putting in the Father, which is not in 
Original Text, ſeem to make it the ſole plea- 
Lok che Father, that the Godhead ſhould 
al in Chriſt, he other rendring leaves it in- 
ite, and makes it equally the Act of the 

le Trinity. And again, in him, that is in 


ri, dwelleth all the Fulneſs of the 'Gedbead bo- 
la and (not as our Tranſlators have again 
Jo: d, Ye are complete in him, but) ye are 
en in * through him, way tt & cond g- 
en: 


(ol. 11. 9, 10. And here preſently after my 


„F his Fulneſs have we all receiud v. 16. 
"i: neſs which the Apoſtles taught, and the 
; x urch acknowledg d and worſhipt, is the Fulneſs 
4 


he Godhead ſubſiſting in the Father, Son, and 
y Ghoſt: the Fulneſs of the Hereticks was a 
tical and imaginary Fulnejs, exiſting in I 
by not what ones, and unintelligible Worlds, 
n whence the only begotten Son our Saviour 
uv Chriſt is excluded; at firſt devisd by an 
tous curiofity, and vain glorious pretenſion 
xing wife above what is written, and fitted 
to amuſe and beguile weak and unſtable 
ons, who are carried aſide by every blaſt of 
n Doctrine. 


Thus much 1 vas oblig d to premiſe, becauſe it 
n clear ſeveral texts of the N Teſtament com- 
10 0 alledg d by both parties in this Contro- 
N 1 


ly, and by our Adverſaries wreſted to an ill 
le, which 1 cannot now ſtay to vindicate at 
e. Such are many paſſages in our Lord's 
ourſes, recorded only by this Evangeliſt, where- 
le affirms that f they Jad known him, they would 
« known the Father alſo, Jo. xiv. . that he co hath 


Prov'd from Scripture. 5 


ſeen him, hath ſeen the Father * v, 9, that he i: * | 


leſs than an Unity or Identity of the Godhe 


ſente eo, & Deum nominabant. —— Agnitio enim Patris Filius; ag 


dicebat: Nemo cognoſcit Filium &c. Iren. lib. IV. cap. 6. b Per Filtr 


8 The Divinity of our Saviour 


Father, and the Father in him v. 11. b and that 
Father and he are one, Jo. x, 30. Now theſe a 
the like ſpeeches cannot, without manifeſt yi 
lence and torturing of the words, imply any thi 


in the Father and the Son. And therefore 
find the Fews at the hearing of ſuch things rea 
to ſtone and to kill our Lord for blaſphemy, 
that he ſaid that God was his Father, and that 4 
Father and he were one ; becauſe, as they right 
apprehended, in theſe ſayings he did by conf 
quence make himſelf God, and equal with the 

ther. Jo. v. 18. x. 33. And hence we may obſer 
that when the Arian controverſy aroſe, the 0 
thodox Fathers, who were engag d in it, did pe 
petually upbraid their Adverſaries with the 
blindneſs, that they could not diſcern what tl 
incredulous Fews themſelves plainly ſaw, namel 
that if God was the Father of our Lord, and 
the Father and the Son were One, then by co 
ſequence the Son muſt be God, and equal with tl 
Father. And long before theſe unhappy diviſor 
even in the purer and ſimpler Ages of the Chur 


* 
—— — 


a Omnibus revelavit ſe Pater, omnibus Verbum ſuum viſibile facier 
& rurſus Verbum omnibus oſtendebat Patrem & Filium, cum ab omi 
bus videretur. ——— Et per ipſum Verbum viſibilem & palpabile 
ſactum, Pater oſtendebatur, etiamſi non omnes ſimiliter credebant 6 
ſed omnes viderunt in Filio Patrem: inviſibile enim Filii Pater, vilib 
autem Patris Filius. Et propter hoc omnes Chriſtum loquebantur p 


tio autem Filii in Patre, & per Filium revelata: & propter hoc Domin 


itaque, qui eſt in Patre, & habet in ſe Patrem, is qui eſt, manifeſtat 
eſt Deus; Patte teſtimonium perhibente Filio, & Filio annuntiante 


trem. Idem lib. III. cap. 6. S. 2. Plura his ſimilia videas paſſim apud 
renæ um. 
thel 


Proud from Scripture. 9 
teſe expreflions were ſo underſtood. For thus 
mens Alexandrinus, * Q rg we3%As O d TE TAGS 
is, des iv mrergi, ai] r %%. O Great God, O 
felt child; the Son in the Jather, and the Father in 
ie Son, And in his Prayer to the Pædagogue, 
mit} which he concludes the * third book of that 
ume, he addreſſeth himſelf to him in theſe words, 
Hag: 7715 0215, Tied G C, ois, v, iC le, 
KL rau, &y 4 , Köpis, that 1s, 0 Pedagogue, Fa- 
ler Governor of Iſrael, Son and Father, who are both 
me, O Lora, be favourable and propitious unto thy 
laren. To the ſame effect Irenæus © before him 
th, Unus & idem Deus Pater, & Verbum ejus, 
The Father and his Word, one and the fame God. Ma- 
other teſtimonies from the Fathers to this pur- 
oſe have been already produc'd by others, and 
reed not now be repeated. Only here let it be 
emember d with what deſign St. Fohn, and the 
0 other Apoſtles, firſt publiſht their ſeveral “ writ- 
"Wis, what Controverſies immediately aroſe a- 
nongſt Chriſtians, what language was then in uſe 
mh them, and what the Church then, and in all 
lucceeding Ages, intended and fignified thereby; all 
Flich things taken together, whenſoever we read 
n the New Teſtament of the Union of the Son 
fiel vith the Father, or the Inhabitation of the God- 
benden Chriſt, or the like, do plainly vindicate 
an Miele Phraſes to their true and natural meaning 
from all the petty cavils and evaſions of Hereticks 
of what denomination ſoever, and make them 
beceſſarily import an inſeparable and eſſential 
Union or Inhabitation of the Divine Nature, in 


— 


— —— — 


Padag lib. I. cap, 5. pag. 112. Edit. Oxon. b Idem pag. 3 It. 0 Lib. 
IV. cap. 28 f. 2. d Vid Aihanaſ. Orat. 1. contra Arian. S. 54. Edit. 
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of the Son with the Father, and ſhould yet me 


nent in the mouths of the Apoſtles in their I 


ſent me into the World? But did the Hera 
ever deny this? Did they not acknowledge t 


Io The Divinity of our Saviour 
the ſtricteſt ſenſe of thoſe words. For can 2 
thing be imagind more abſurd and ridiculo 
than that the inſpir d writers, and eſpecially St/ 
(who wrote purpoſely in vindication of this gr, 
and ſtupendous Myltery) ſhould every where 
tribute to our Lord ſuch honorable, and gloric 
titles, as were ever before thought incommunicak 
to the molt excellent creature, and aſſert an uni 


no more by all this, than a fictitious and tity 
Godhead, or an Unity of Will and conſent, whi 
at laſt amounts to no more than a bare confq 
mity to his Father's Will, and may in a lower d 
gree be aſcrib d to every good Chriſtian? De 
not this make the Fews a very wiſe and und- 
ſtanding people, who would have ſton d ours 
viour to death, only for ſuch innocent and harf 
leſs ſayings as theſe? And would not ſuch alli 
tions have been extremely ſagacious and per 


putes with the old Greſticks? and muſt not St 4 
have for ever filencd and confounded them vl 
theſe redoubted and powerful ſayings of our Lol 
1am in the Father, and the Father in me, I ana 
Father are one, that 1s, if our Adverſaries may 
his Interpreters, I and my Father are one in 

and conſent, or I am perfeftly obedient and 
formable to his Mill, in that Meſſage for which 


Feſus was more holy, juſt and wiſe than oi 
men, and by conſequence obedient to the Fai 
in whatſoever was expected from him? 
now are not ſuch oracular and ambigut 
ſpeeches, as theſe men make for them, very fi 


Prirov'd from Scripture. 11 
Apoſtles to write, and the Holy Spirit of God 
dctate to them? And doth not ſuch puny Sophi- 
and refin d Subtilty as this, become the wiſdom 

d holineſs of the Bleſſed Feſus, who ſpake as 
er man before him did, and the fimplicity of 
e Goſpel which he taught? Here let us recol- 

t what Jrenzus above hath told us, who, living 
near the Apoſtles times, had much better Op- 
ctunities of knowing their true ſenſe and mean- 
p, than we can poſſibly have, who come ſo long 

ter them, namely, hat neither our Lord, nor the 

dy Spirit, nor the Apoſtles, would ever have been 
ity of ſuch an intolerable abuſe of Speech, 
nd indeed of common ſenſe) as ſome men have 
dkavour d to faſten upon them. What has 

en premis d is of it {elf alone ſufficient to ſhew 

at the Writers of the New Teſtament, eſpecial- 
jour Evangeliſt, are expreſs and clear in this 
(Int, | 


" But it is now time to return, from whence 1 

„e been inſenſibly ſo long detain d, to the Text 

t 7 Y 8 a f 
elf, and to ſee what evidence may be deduc d 


am thence in favour of the preſent Doctrine. 
d the Word was made fleſh, and dwelt among us &c. 
cording to the grammatical Conſtruction of the 
ords in the Original, which our Tranſlation, 
Treaſon of the different Genius of the two Lan- 
es, cannot, or hath not, exactly follow d, full 
o be refer d to A5% , or the Word, and then 
uns thus, the Word, being full of grace and truth, 
made fleſh and dwelt among us, then follows ö 
at is contain d in the Parentheſis, and we beheld 
gor), the glory as of the only begotten of the Father. 
ay, which we tranſlate dwelt, properly ſig- i 
ts to dwell in a Tabernacle, and therefore by 1 

B 2 learned i} 


and this is immediately after explain d by ia, t 


penant of Grace pag. 107. c Diſc, XXIV. pag. 119. 


Iz he Divinity of our Saviour 
learned men is ſuppos d to allude to the Shechin 
(from which it differs only in termination, 2 
may probably enough be * deriv'd) whereby t 
Fews ſignified the preſence of the Divine Majeſt 


word by which the LXX conftantly expreſs t 
Symbol of God's preſence under the Law, and y 
render the glory of the Lord. Therefore, ſaies 
Thorndike, * ſeeng it is ſo ordinary for the Jews 
call the Majeſty of God, dwelling among men, Shec 
nah, which ic the very word that St John uſes,woyun 
we are oblig d thereby to underſtand, that the Mae 
Goa, awelling among us in the Tabernacle of Chri 
fleſh bodily (as fguratively it had done in the Tabern 
cle or Temple of the Fews) declar dit ſelf, notwithſtan 
zng,by thoſe glorious works, which it wrought in bu fl 
to be what it was. And to the ſame purpoſe [ 
Hammond on the place. Mr. Mede © has anothf 
ſenſe of the words ſomething different from tl 
foregoing. For, ſaith he, as words of eminen 
and dignity with us (as Majeſty, Highneſs, Hono 
Worſhip) are us d for the Perſons themſelves to whi 
ſuch Dignity belongs (as when we ſay his Majeſty, | 
Highneſe, &c.) ſo in the Scripture and among the H 
brews, Hu glory, or the glory of the Lord, ts usd 
note the Divine Eſſence, or Deity it ſelf. And amot 
ſeveral other paſſages for this ſenſe he alledg 
the Text, and Heb. I. 3. where the Son is call di 
brightneſs of his Father s glory, and the expreſs mag 
of his perſon ; where the latter words are an expuſit 


1— 2 vl 


a Other Etymologies of the word, I know, are given; but I l 
great ſtreſs upon that, the Alluſion in the text being other ways cleat a 
manifeſt, And therefore I remit thoſe who are curious about the Em 
logy to Heinſ. Sac. Exercitat. in loc. and to the Zexicographers. 
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te former, image expounding brightneſs, and perſon 
ſuſtance expounding glory. | | 
Ring ſupported by ſuch great Authorities, I 
l not be thought fingular, when I expound 
x Glory in my Text of that Glory, which our 
nour Chriſt, the Son of God, had communi- 
ed to him together with the Divine Eſſence, 
Godhead, by the Father; the glory, which him- 
i teſtifies that he had with the Father before the 
was, Joh. 17. 5. that is, in the language of 
Wh: 5cripture, from all Eternity: the glory which 
s afterwards in time manifeſted to his own 
ple, under the Law, by various ſymbols and re- 
xlentations, and to the Prophets in dreams and 
tons. For he was that Divine perſon, who then 
wear d under them, the very ſame, who in the 
2{s of time took upon him our Fleſh, and there- 
[exhibited the truth and ſubſtance of the Figure: 
WT Prefaces to the Incarnation, as the Fathers call 
ole appearances to the Patriarchs before, and to 
le Prophets, under the Law; and on this account 
the Text is ſaid to be full of grace and truth: 
No, as St. Paul expreſſes it, cauny dt %,t. emptied 
Inſelf of the fulneſs above mention d, or the Di- 
ne Majeſty, taking upon him the form of a Servant, 
lat is, diſguiſing and concealing his ſuper-emi- 
nt greatneſs and Godhead under the meanneſs 
ind contemptible vileneſs of our Nature; yet not 
b entirely, but that his Diſciples and followers 
ud {till behold his glory, 9 av ws povegevss, the glory 
6 of the only begotten, that is, ſuch as was becoming 
lis excellent Dignity, who was the image of the in- 
0% God, and Tpwriroxgs mics umirews, born before 
every 


- 


the glory of the Son of God, and as St. Chry/of 


Truth, than to conſider thoſe Texts of the oi 


44 The Divinity of our Saviour | 
every Creature, and was appointed heir of all thin 
who was the brightneſs of his Father s glory, and 
expreſs image of his perſon, and upholdeth all things 
the word of his power. For we muſt not take 
particle s in the Text to imply any diminutic 
but, as it is frequently us d by Greek Authors, 

confirm and aſſert the truth and eminency | 


> on the place expounds it. Now if it can | 
prov d that it was the ſame Divine perſon, w 
appear d in the old Teſtament to found and offi 
vern the Church under the Law, and afterwai 
appear d in our Nature God incarnate in the Ne 
to found and govern the Church under the Gl 
ſpel, then it will follow that all thoſe Divif 
Names and Attributes, together with thoſe Divif 
Works, that are there attributed, and that Divi 
Worſhip that was then paid, were attributed ai 
paid to Chriſt: and by conſequence that both 9 n 
and Chriſtians acknowledg d and worſhip d the {ani 
God, viz. the Father and the Son; and that the H 
ther and the Son (always including likewiſe tl 
Holy © hoſt) are the one, true and ſupreme God. Af 
that ſo it is I ſhall now endeavour, as briefly 
I can, to prove from the Harmony and agral 
ment of both Teſtaments. Now there can be ml 
better and more certain way of eſtabliſhing tiki 


a So it ſhould be render'd, and then it will be a parallel expreiiy 
to that of our Saviour before cited, before the world was, and clearly 
port the eternal generation of the Son. In the verſe immediately ai 
my Text, en , we 5, for he was before me. Iren lib. 4 cap. 38. 
0 % tor hour - S Sehr maT wo, quoniam & ſolus infecns & 4 
omnium. b Te d, as, oral, SN gb νο bv, £0 e 00, 2 
Coarmmew;, Aue ryursy Negae mad * Wares AD, Moa: Jus debe, 
inen 3 eix bg 2 N Ave X04 je UOv 0V7% TS TOTO Hαðĩas © "I 


Chryſoſtom, in locum Hom. 12. pag. 600, Edit. Savil. Teſt 1 
Len 
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ment, which Chriſt or his Apoſtles have ap- 
to this purpoſe in the New. I ſhould treſ- 
{too long upon your Patience, ſhould I pro- 
g but one half of that which might be alledg d 
this Topzc&; I ſhall therefore ſingle out ſome 
places, that to me ſeem clearly and irrefragably 
W cove my main poſition, and then conclude. 
begin with that of Heb. 12. 26. where the voice 
bit is ſaid to ſhake the Earth at the delivering of 
law. Now did this Paſſage afford no other Ar- 
ent for the eminence and dignity of our Sa- 
Ir Chriſt, even this alone of his voice ſhakeng 
MW th, is ground ſufficient to conclude him an 
elent and truly Divine perſon. For who 
es not that in the writings of the old Teſta- 
ing chis is a very common, tho a very empha- 
W: cxpreilion and characteriſtick of the power 
Wi preſence of the Divine Majeſty 2 With what 
ip and force of words, and with what lofty 
Wins of ſacred and inſpir d Eloquence do the 
Here, and eſpecially the Royal Pſalmiſt, deſcribe 
on Attribute? The voice of the Lord, ſaith he, zs 
%; the voice of the Lord is full of Majeſty: The 
=: of the Lord breaketh the cedars: yea the Lord 
th the cedars of Lebanon: The voice of the Lord 
ei the flames of fire: The voice of the Lord 
% the Wilderneſs : the Lord ſhaketh the wilder- 
= Kadeſh. P/ 29. 4. & ſeqq. And in another 
Mee parallel to this of the Apoſtle, O God, when 
WJ wente/t forth before thy People; when thou diaſt 
through the Wilderneſs. The Earth ſhook, the 
ent alſo dropped at the preſence of God: even 
af war mov d at the preſence of God, the God 
flael. Now of whomſoever theſe great things 
poken, which 1 ſtand not now to diſpute, the 
css. 7,8. Comp. Judg 5. 4.5. lame 


16 The Diviniiy of our Saviour 
fame we find by the Apoſtle, without any reſd ... 
or limitation, attributed to Chriſt. And in 8 
words immediately following he refers to him 
Prophecy of Hag. 2. 6. which for brevity { 
1 do not repeat at large, Yet once more I ſhaky 
the earth only, but alſo Heaven. And if withal 
take along with us the whole {cope and drif 
the Apoſtle in this paſſage, we have here as 
gnant and convincing a proof of Chriſt's etei 
power and Godhead, as can in reaſon be de 
At v. 18. of this chapter begins a deſcriptio 
thoſe ſolemn and terrible circumſtances (r 
tion d Exod. x1x.) which accompanied that rem; 
able tranſaction of God with his People, nam 
the delivery of the Law. At v. 22. is a brief ce 
mendation of the New above the 01d Law; t 
follows v. 25. from the excellency of this 
and dignity of the Perſon, who deliver d it, 
aggravation of the danger of a contempt of 
Law, above that of the Law of Moſes. See, |: 
the Apoſtle, that ye refuſe not him that ſpeaks 
for af they eſcap d not, who refus d him that ſpaks 
Earth, much more ſhall not we eſcape, if we turn at 
from him that ſþeaketh from Heaven: Whoſe voice t 
ſhook the earth. Now whole voice can this be 
his, who ſheaketh from Heaven? and he is no ot 
than the perſon mention d in the verſe im 
diately foregoing, viz. Jeſus the Mediator of 
New Covenant, whoſe blood ſbeaketh better things, ! 
that of Abel. 

Here then I maintain that, the Apoſtle hav 
inſtituted a compariſon between the two Lam 
Covenants, and the Mediators of each, Moſes of Wi 
Ola, and Feſus of the New; and having made WÞ 
excellency of Jeſus aboye Moſes to conſiſt in : = 
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"ll; whereas Moſes ſpake on earth, the other Deal 
| from: heaven; to refer this relative whoſe (i. e. 

je voice then ſhook the earth, which, as we have 
tady ſeen, is another eminency above Moſes ) 
any other Antecedent or Perſon than to Feſus; 
atirely to disjoint and break the Apoſtle's ar- 
ment, and to make him ſpeak impertinently, 
confirm this, let us hear Oecumenius on the 
Je, 1/ho is it that ſpeaketh > Chriſt, ſaith he. For 
ths blood fpeaketh, much more doth he live. And upon 
fe words, Whoſe voice then ſhook the earth; when, 
ith he? when he gave the Law on mount Sinai. You 
it is the ſame perſon, who ſhake then, and who 
uleth num: the difference is in the manner of the pro- 
gation; for then he promulg d his Law upon earth 
u by the miniſtry of Moſes, but now from heaven and 
jlimſelf, But becauſe the Authority of ſo late 
Vriter may be excepted againſt, tho he has only 
ln{crib'd the Catenas and Comments of much 
er Fathers, and of St. Chryſoſtom more eſpecially, 
noſe ſenſe of this paſſage he has manifeſtly 
nds d; 1 ſhall therefore produce a teſtimony 
(two from the ſecond Century, wherein the 
ne thing in ſubſtance is plainly aſſerted. Thus 
meus *explaining that of Fob. xv. 15. Hence- 
I call you not Servants &c. affirms that our 
rd by this ſaying hath moſt manifeſtly ſignified that 
vas be him ſelf, who firſt imbos d the 19 the 
uon Men, and afterwards reſtor d them to liberty, 
rely by the Goſpel. Again; The Word, faith 
ln eo enim quod dicit, Jam non dicam vos ſervos, manifeſtiſſime 
Micavit le eſſe, qui primo quidem eam ſervitutem, que eſt erga Deum, 
nibus per Legem conſtituerit, poſt deinde libertatem eis donaverit. 
WT” IV cap. 13. 8. 4. Sed per Legem & Prophetas ſimiliter Verbum & ſe- 
plum de Patrem predicabat : & audivit quidem univerſus populus ſi- 
e; non ſimiliter autem omnes crediderunt. Zbid, cap. 6. f. 6. 
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18 The Divinity of our Saviour | 
he, by the Law and the Prophets preacht both him 
and the Father: and all the people heard alike, 
they did not all believe alike. Indeed, faith (un 

Alexandrinus, the Lord was Pædagogue of the ancil 
people by Moſes, but now he is leader of the nem yi 
by himſelf face to face. Infinite other teſtimonies 
the ſame purpoſe might be fetcht from theſe 7 
other contemporary Writers, but from thoſe 
ready produc d, and theſe two Scripturescompalf 
together, we have gain d theſe points; That 

_ whoſe voice ſhooł the earth, likewiſe gave the La 
and that he is Jehovah. For it is the ſame Perſd 
who Exod. x1x. talk d with Moſes on the Mouf 
which quaked greatly, v. 18. and in the Chapter 
mediately following deliver d the Law, and 
who deliver d the Law is the God, that condudi 
Iſrael out of Afgypt, and he who did this is Fehov, 
for ſo the preface to the Decalogue begins, 1 
Jehovah thy God, which have brought thee out of 
land of Egypt, out of the houſe of bondage. The all 
z5 the Jehovah before whom' they were to have no ot 
Gods; the Jehovah, that jealous God, who viſits © 
iniquity of the Fathers upon the Children; the Jehov4 
whoſe Name u not to be taken in vain; the Tehovi 
whoſe Sabbath u to be kept holy; and laſtly, the 
hovah, who in ſix days made heaven and earth, 
ſea and all that in them is. And this Jehovah, as 
pears by the premiſes, is Chriſt: And if ChriltY 
Fehovah, then is he the one true and ſupreme 6ꝗ 
For never can that Name be communicable . 

| any Creature. As to the Objection which 
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Wc from thoſe Scriptures*, wherein the Law is 
id to have been given by Angels, and. the Infe- 
es thence made i in prejudice to our Saviour's 
Won, becauſe the time will not permit me to 
Wir: all Difficulties, 1 can only refe r ſuch as are 
py by them, where they may receive ſatisfa- 
ton, namely, to the learned and before cited 
(Thorndike , and the late excellent Biſhop Bulle. 


: he next Paſſage I produce is 1 Cor. x. 9. where 
old Iſraelites are ſaid to have tempted Chriſt. 
5 aber let us tempt Chriſt, as ſome 1 them alſo 


ted. Whom did they tempt? why Chriſt men- 
Wind in the firſt part of the ſentence ;. for it 
huld be very hard and. incongruous inſtead of 
it, who is mention'd in the former part, to 
lertand with ſome in the latter ez, God, and 
Wn to read it thus, Neither let us tempt Chriſt, as as 
n bY them alſo tempted God. For the rake" 
; Alſo, by all rules of Conſtruction and Argu- 
nt muſt reſtrain the perſon whom the 1jraelites 
WW: laid to have tempted to be none other than 
Inſt, Some copies indeed inſtead of Xie read 
„ and others Kvgzy; but in anſwer to this I re- 
ro what the learned Dr. M: hath noted on this 
Wii, where, ſo far as a matter of this Nature 
W c:pable of proof, he hath prov'd that the A- 
Wille himſelf wrote xc but that this was af- 


wm urds chang d into ef ab audaculo quodam ſtu- 
0 % by ſore bold perſon, who did not like the _ | 
le ft Kyd Lection, becauſe it made Chriſt to be temp. 

ch! 5 the Iſraelites in the Wilderneſs. And from, 


0 1t appears that there is not perhaps a more 
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20 The Divinity of our Saviour | 
general concurrence of MSS, and printed Cop "| 
for the one true reading in any controverted tꝗ 
of the New Teſtament. Let us now fee to wil 
part of the Old Teſtament the Apoſtle refeW1! 
and the deſtruition by Serpents,the puniſhment whil+ 
they are ſaid here to have incurr'd' by temp: 
Chriſt, directs us to Numb. XXI. 5, 6. where i 
Fact is recorded. And the people ſpake againſt God a 
againſt Moſes, Wherefore have ye brought us up Ws 
of Egypt to die in the Wilderneſs * And Jehovi 
ſent fiery ſerpents among the people, and they bit i 
people, and much people of Tirael died. From th 
paſſages compar d together we may frame t 
Argument, He that was tempted in the Wildern nc 
177 ehovah, But Chriſt is he that was tempted in i 

Wilderneſs; Therefore Chriſt is Jehovah. The 
jor propoſition is collected from the book of N 
bers in the paſſage juſt now cited; the M umpti ix 
is St. Paul's own; and the concluſion neceflari 
reſulting from theſe premiſes is, that Chriſt 
Fehovah, and conſequently, the one and on 
true God. „ 

. To the ſame effect may be applied that whig / 
follows in the above cited paſſage of the Apoſth 
Neither murmur ye as ſome of them alſo murmured ai v. 

were deſtroyed of the deſtroyer v. 10. Here for ti 

- preſent I ſhall take for granted, what I hope pili; 
ſently to prove, that the Deſtroyer is none ot} 

than Chriſt, whom in the verſe immediate 
before the Apoſtle affirm d to have been em 
What this deſtruction was is not univerfaily WM 
greed, becauſe to which of God's judgments up 
that ſtubborn people it is to be refer d, among i 
many recorded in the Old Teſtament, is not ve; 
eaſy to determine. But whatſoe ver or whenlocver 
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brhich perhaps we ſhall ſee preſently) I ſhall 
WL. without ſcruple aſcribe it to Chriſt. To this 
ole I alledge Jude v. 3. where it is ſaid that the 
1baving ſav d the people out of the land of Bgypt,af- 
ud deſtroyed them that belieu d not. Here inftead of 
„all the Latin Copies (as Eſtius hath obſerv d) 
%; and ſo reads St Ferom, with the Alex. 
and Æthiopicł Verſion, as it now ſtands in the 
ar, tho Grotius ſaies it is a miſtake of the A. 
ions of 15 and ks, and Dr. Mill gives it 
1s a Margznal note crept into the Text. But 


hits as it will, our Adverſaries are oblig d by 
WW: own Rules of Criticiſm, to allow the thing 
n eace contend for, namely, that it was our Lord 
h who when he had ſav d the people out of the land 


Wiypt, afterward deſtroy d them that believ d not. 
raccording to them, whenſoever the Article is 
id to K in the New Teſtament (as it is in 
Text) it doth always determine that word to 
uty our Lord Chriſt, and none other. But for 
«ther confirmation of the principal Aſſertion 
edge iſd. xvill, 15. Thine Almighty Word leap d 


hic rom heaven, out of thy royal throne, as a frerce 
Mt of War, into the midſt of a land of deſtruftion. 
bv. 22. where the Greek is very corruptly my 
tig which yields a foreign and impertinent 


but in our Tranſlation, and in ſome other 
ies he is ſtil'd the Deſtroyer; and v. 25. where 


ate s expreſsly call d 5 2o3zvav, of the ſame root 
„gain cation with St. Paul's 3xo&perys, And it is 
ly WE nprobable that in the paſſage above - cited St. 
ap had this place in his eye, fince it is the only one 
18 lat preſent remember, wherein our Saviour 


ve reſsly call d the Deſtroyer, and ſince this is not 
yereay Alluſion made to this book by the Apoſtle 
* « Vid, Bex, in locum. in 


21 The Diviniiy of our Saviour | 
in hiswritings. I ſhall mention but one, and that 
1 altogether foreign to this place, becauſe it conc 
45 our Saviour 's Divinity, which, as learned men 
| obſerv d, is perhaps more plainly deliver'd in 
I Apocryphal books, than in the Prophetical writ 
I themſelves. The paſſages to be compar d 
. Heb. x. 3. and Wiſd. vii. 27. This Author 
4 ſcribing Viſdom ſaies thus, She 2s the brightnef 
the everlaſting light, the unſpotted mirror of the p- 
of God, and the image of hu gaodneſs. St. Paul 
is cribing the Son calls him the brightneſs of hu 
1 ther s glory, and the expreſs image of his perſon. 
whereas it may be ſaid that, in the paſſage 
Wiſdom firſt cited v. 22. the blameleſs man, tha of 
1 the Prieſt overcame the deſtroyer, and ſubdued 
1 that puniſht, there is no more inconveniencg 
diminution to the greatneſs of the Deſtroyers 
fon implied in theſe words, (taken in a figurali 
ſenſe) than when Facob, wreſtling with the Ait 
20 ſaid to have prevail d, Gen. xxx11. 28. or wil 
Moſes averted God's wrath from deſtroying 
people, by reminding him of the oaths and Wh; 
miſes made to Abraham, Iſaac and Jacob, and 
their Seed, Exod. xxx11. 11, 12, 13. or when Abe 
ftayed the plague, Numb. xv1. 48. To which Me 
paſſage this of W:/dom alludes, and is a kin 
comment or paraphraſe upon it, as by compa 
the places will evidently appear. In the boo. . 
Numbers we read that Aaron took as Moſes | 
manded, and ran into the midſt of the congrega 
and he put on incenſe, and made an atonement jo 
people. And he ſtood between the dead and the H 
and the plague was ſtayed, v. 47, 48. In the 0 
of Wiſdom we read that the blameleſs man made ln 
and bringing ebe ſoield of bis proper * WI! 
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and the propitiation of incenſe, ſet himſelf 
the wrath. And overcame the Deſtroyer, not 
 frength of body, nor force of arms, but with a 
| ſubdued him that puniſht, alledging the oaths and 
unts made with the fathers, For when the dead 
m fallen down by beaps one upon another, ſtand- 
umeen, he ſtay d the wrath, and parted the way 
bing. v. 21, 22, 23. And whereas again, 
lite is ſaid that at the ſight of the ſtones in 
4%, Pectoral, and God s Majeſty upon the dia- 
f 1s head, the Deſtroyer gave. place, and was 
Wi of them, (whence ſome may be apt to ima- 
chat he was ſome evil Spirit, which at the 
of theſe things gave way, being not able to 
tand them) the whole paſſage is no more 
: Abetorical deſcription of God's mercy and 
karance, and of his truth and faithfulneſs, 
in conſideration of the Covenants, made with 
Withers, to bring their ſeed into the promis d 
| and at the interceſſion of the High- prieſt, 
was a Type of Chriſt, had compaſſion on his 
ang people, and ſtayed the Plague. And now 
W'tlulr of all is this; that the Apoſtle, in the 
before alledg'd, together with the Author 
Book of Viſdom, alludes to the murmuring 
aelites immediately after the rebellion and 
ion of Korah and his company, and to that 
dae conſequent upon their murmuring, which 
way fourteen thouſand and ſeven hundred, be- 
Sen that died about the matter of Korah. The 
n that inflicted this heavy judgment, is by 
Wioltle call'd the Deſtroyer : ſo is he by the 
” Wo! //:/dom, and moreover the Almighty Word, 
„an Numbers we find no other perſon men- 
„(chan Jehovah; therefore the Deſtroyer or Al- 
4. mighty 
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mighty Word is Fehovah, and by conſequence CMMl,.. 
is Fehovah. For thus 1 argue; Chriſt is the Almij 
Word, The Almighty Word u the Deſtroyer, MW 
Deſtroyer z Jehovah, Therefore Chriſt « [chal 
Thus it evidently appears from three ſe 
Texts of the Old, and New Teſtament, comy 
together, that the dreadful and myſterious 
tragrammaton, the known and uſual title of the 
preme God, and by the Fews thought unutter; 
is, without any qualification or reſtriction, a 
buted to Chrift. 1 proceed then to ſome 0 
Texts, where the other titles of the true God 
in the ſame latitude, aſcrib d to him. And hg 
ſhould alledge that of Foh. xi. 41. where the EI 
geliſt ſaith that Eſaias ſam the glory of Oh 
and in that Viſion, to which St. Fobn refers, 
Prophet calls him expreſsly, the Lord, Holy, 
holy, the Lord of hoſts, whoſe glory filleth the iſ 
earth. Iſa. vi. 3. which is another title, ſolely 
longing to the one true God. But I am 
vented from any farther enlargement on t 
Texts by the incomparable Biſhop Pearſon, 
has ſo ſtrongly enforcd the concluſion ari 
from them, that 1 ſhall not incur the ſuſpicio 
ſo much vanity and preſumption, as to do it a 
him; and to him therefore I refer. you*. 

To all this 1 ſhall add but one Teſtimony : 
from Rom. xiv. 11. As I live, ſaith the Lord, 
knee ſhall bow to me, and every tongue ball | 
feſs to God. This is taken from 1fazah \xLv. 
1 have ſworn ” my ſelf, the word is gone ou 
my mouth in righteouſneſs, and ſhall not return, 
unto me every knee ſhall bow, every tongue i 


Expoſition on the Creed, Art, II. pag, 123. 
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Proud from Scripture. 155 
. Which paſſage, if it be alledg d to any. 
ole, is to prove what the Apoſtle had aſ- 
ed in the verſe immediately before, namely, 
we ſhall all ſtand before the judgment ſeat of 
For thus himſelf argues from that of 
Prophet, So then every one of us ſhall give ac- 
it of himſelf to God, v. 12. The God then, to 


the St. Paul, is Chriſt. And this is but agreeable 
chat our Saviour himſelf affirm'd, that the Fa- 
judgeth no Man, but hath committed all judg- 
xt to the Son: that all Men ſhould honour the Son, 


baer afterwards, in his Sermon to Cornelius and 
company, declar d that himſelf, and the other A. 
were commanded to teſtify that it is he, that is, 
ritt, which was ordain d of God to be the judge of 
and dead. Acts X. 42. Hence the judgment 
tis by St. Paul ſtil d peculiarly the judgment ſeat 
(irrſs v. 10. of this Chapter, and 2 Cor. 5. 10. 
the day of Judgment, the day of the Lord Fe ſus, 
or. 5. 5. and the glorious appearing of the great 
and our Saviour Feſus Chriſt ; or, as the Origi- 
vill bear, and I think it ſhould be read, the 
W's appearing of Feſus Chriſt, the great God and 
Saviour, Tit. II. 13. For Chriſt, according 
the Scripture, is only to appear in that great 
„ and therefore the glorious appearing here 
tion d can be only his, and by conſequence 
z the great God. For tho I deny not that the 
her * ikewiſe will judge the World, becauſe all 
le works, which the Schools term ad extra 
a is the act of judging) and are not merely 
onal, are indiviſible, and by conſequence com- 


a Vid, Zen. Lib. v. cap. a7. J. t. 
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bm we ſhall give account, according to Iſaiab 


4 they honour the Father, Joh. v. 22, 23. So 


mon 
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ly muſt be intended, that the external and viſit 


their King might be made manifeſt. For it behovg 


26 The Divinity of our Saviour | 
mon to the three perſons, Father, Son, and He 
Ghoſt: yet there is ſomething peculiar to (} 
in this great and ſolemn tranſaction, otherwiſl 
know not what ſenſe we can make of that! 
ticle in our Creeds, wherein we eſpecially c 
feſs Chriſt to be the Judge of Quick and De: 
or of our Saviours ſaying that all judgment 1; c 
mitted to him, together with thoſe paſſages aboy 
cited, and many more of the like import int 
New Teſtament. Such are theſe, Mhoſoever 

be aſbam d of me and of my Words, of him ſhall 
Son of man be aſham d, when he ſhall come in hisg 
glory, and in his Fathers, and of the holy Angels. Ly 
Ix. 26. and more eſpecially Mat. xxv. 37. and ſe 
where our Lord, at large deſcribing the laſt Juc 
ment, affirms every thing thereunto belonging 
be perform d and executed ſolely in his own Na 
and by his own Authority. By all which ſul 


Adminiſtration at this grand 4fzze is committ 
to Chriſt, and that he only ſhall then appear 
our fight ; for no man hath ſeen God at any tim 
neither indeed can ſee him, but when his Ma 
ſty is veil d in our fleſh. And therefore this fe 
Feſus, who was taken up into Heaven, ſhall ſo come 
hike manner, as his Diſciples ſaw him go into Heat 
Atts 1.11. Here let me add an obſervation of / 
neus; God the Father, ſaith he, causd his Ward 
be Incarnate, and viſible to all fleſh, that in all thm 


a Verbum ſuum viſibile eftecit omni fieri carni, incarnatum 
ipſum, ut in omnibus manifcſtus ficret Rex eorum. Etenim ea qY 
judicantur, oportebat videre judicem, & ſcire hunc à quo judicaniul 
& ea quæ gloriam conſequuntur, oportebat ſcire eum, qui muna 2 
112 eis donat, Iren. Lib. III. cap. 9 S. I. (h ; 


Prov'd from Scripture. 27 
HW is, it was agreeable to God's dealing and 
Co, deſcenfion to mankind) that they ſhould ſee and 
Wim their Judge, and him who confers on them a re- 
ud of glory. Now if according to Irenæus, the 
jd appear d in our fleſh ſo many Ages ſince, 
t men might ſee and know their Mng and Judge, 
id for this reaſon was incarnate, that they might 
we a Fudge viſible and conſpicuous to human 
pht, then ſurely this perſon muſt have ſome ex- 
ordinary Intereſt in this judgment, above the 
ther two perſons ; and what can that be but this 
xronal and vifble appearance, that 1 have been 
xaking of? The ſame Apoſtle therefore elſe- 
here calls this appearing ſimply the appearing of 
Lord Feſus Chriſt 2 Tim. VI. 14. I for the pre- 
ent wave the apparent advantage of thoſe eſſen- 
il and Divine perfections of Omniſcience and 
e WMomnipreſence, Juſtice, Goodneſs, and the like, 
ich are neceſſarily requir d and preſuppos d in 
e Office of Judge of all the Earth, wherewith 
or Saviour is ablolutely, and with ſome peculiar 
Mack of diſtinction, inveſted ; being now to ar- 
ee only from the letter of the Scripture, and 
boſe titles of the Godhead there applied to 
Wiciſt ; leaving the Perfections, and Attributes 
ereby ſignified, to be inferr'd by thoſe that hear 
„e. If Chriſt then only will appear (and indeed 
only can appear) in Judgment, and St. Paul calls 
is appearing the glorious appearing of the great God, 
Wien it evidently follows that Chriſt is the great 
bid, And why ſhould it ſeem ſtrange or incon- 
ous that St. Paul ſhonld here call our Lord the 
et God; when elſewhere, in terms equivalent to 
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a Comp. Pil. III. 20. Col. IV. 1. Jo. III. 2. 
D 2 theſe 
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theſe he ſtiles him God over all bleſſed for ever, Rolf | 
Ix. 5. The Lord of glory 1 Cor. II. 8. The Lord fff 
heaven. xv. 47. The bleſſed and only Potentateythe Ki 
of Kings and Lord of Lords; who only hath inn 
zality, to whom be honour and power everlaſting, An 
2 Tim. vi. 15, 16. St. Fohn calls him the true GY 
1 Jo. V. 20. And Chriſt himſelf aſſumes the til 
of Alpha and Omega, the beginning and the end; 
firſt and the laſt, Rev. I. 8,11, 17 b. And this tif 
ſaith the great and learned Bp. Pearſon*®, is ati 
buted unto Chriſt abſolutely. and untver ſally, with 
any kind of reſtriction or limitation, without any aſſ . | 
ation of any particular in reſpect of which he 1 
firſt or laſt; an the ſame latitude and eminence of ® 
preſſion in which it is, or can be, attributed to the 
preme God. And to ſum up all, the Prophet, in 
chapter firſt cited by the Apoſtle, calls him a 
God and a Saviour, _ there 1s none b:frde him v. A 
the Fehovah that kao the heavens. v. 18. The q 
of Iſrael v. ;, 15. The Holy one of \ſrael and his ma 
v. 11, and no leſs than five times I am Jehovah, al 4 
there is none elſe. v. 5, 6, 14,1 8,21. All which uti 
can belong to none Lat the one true and ſupret 1 
God. So that the Prophet attributing theſe tit 1 
to ſome Divine perſon, and the Apoſtle aſſuriggſf * 
that this perſon is Chriſt, they have both toget ij 
ſeal d this truth, that Chriſt our Judge doth no dl: 
ever did, and and ever will ſubſiſt in the; = 
Majeſty of the eternal Godhead. I 
Thus I have given you a ſhort Specimen, in col I 
pariſon of what might be much more large y 
done, in this kind of proof. For it were very e 
ko evince from the Scriptures of the Old 2 


a Comp. Rev. XVII. 14. XIX. 16. 6 Iſa. XLI. 4 XLIV. 6. xXLVS 
12. cOn the Crced Art. II. pag. 124. N 1 | 
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Re | w Teſtament compar'd together, and from 


ee great and glorious Titles there attributed 
bim, that the Son, our Lord and Saviour je- 
un Chriſt, is, throughout the whole Bible from 
Ani; to the Revelation, with the Father and the 


fed Spirit, declar'd to be the One, only True, 


ti Supreme God. This is the Faith once de- 
herd to the Saints, and ever ſince taught and 
til ess d by the Catholick Church. This is the 


u into which we of this Church were baptis d, 
n which, if we will be Chriſtians, we mult 
and dye. For this is the only true Primitive 


is flianity, the only Scripture Doctrine of the Tri- 
ls it not amazing then, that Men, never- 
he es, by little Quibbles and Diſtinctions, which 
in Scripture neither makes nor owns, ſhould dare 


apt to pull our Saviour out of his Royal 
e, and, as much as in them lies, ſtrip him of 
0 Majeſty and eternal Godhead, and thruſt him 
n into the rank of creatures, the works of 
Vorn hands? May we not with a juſt and holy 
W'nation ſtop our ears, and cry out, with that 
old Biſhop and Martyr Polycarp, Good God, 
mat times haſt thou reſerv d us, that we fhould 


inge ſuch things! For did ever mortal, before A 
etl and Socinus, and their Forefathers ſtarted theſe 
 nofEurdities in Divinity, which their Succeſſors 


WT Diſciples are now endeavouring to revive 
Wot us; did ever Man, I ſay, hear of an In- 


coſ dent and Dependent God; or of a made God, a 
arge ) Office and Deputation? Do the Scriptures 
y call: the leaſt intimation of ſuch a Monſtrous and 


ae Being, as this? Are not the ſame Titles 
L Attributes, as hath been already prov d there 
FF to the Son, and in the ſame latitude and. 

1 emi- 
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20 The Diviniiy of our Saviour | 
eminence of expreſſion, that they are, or can 
aſcribd to the Father? And may we not bo 
challenge our Adverſaries to ſhew us the leatiMf* 
tinction or difference in ſenſe, when theſe thi 
are applied to either? And will Men, notw 
ſtanding this, be ſo hardy, as to venture 
Shipwreck of their Faith, and hazard their 
vation upon a poor Greek Article, which 
the Learned Biſhop Pearſon * hath abundai 
prov'd, can never bear that unmerciful load, wi. 
our Adverſaries would lay upon it? I forli 
here to urge them with all the dreadful colif 
quences of their reaſonings, but once more r@ 
them to Irenæuss obſervation at the entranci 
this Diſcourſe, which was, That neither our 
nor the Holy Spirit, nor the Apoſtles, would ever Wl 
call d any one God and Lord definitive & abloli 
that is, truly and properly, but him who was WM 
and properly God. The Church, it ſeems, ii 
daies was not acquainted with ſuch bold MW # 
wicked Tropes, as our New Maſters would obt Wh | 
upon us. They, good, honeſt Men, took tl 
ſayings, in their naked and fimple meaning: W 
was the Doctrine they always profeſs d to Wl 
receiv d from the Apoſtles; and this they un 

ſtood to be their Chriſtianity; which no 
ſeems, for I know not how many Ages has W i 
buried and concealed, till a late wonderful I 
coverer, by the help of an Arabick MS. and i 
old, interpolated Conſtitutions, firſt brought 
light again, and hath fince very piouſly req; 
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@ See the Arian and Socinian criticiſms about the Article x 5 
to Os and Kue, largely and ſolidly confuted, by the e 
Biſhop Pearſon on the Creed, Art. II. To all which I do not ra 
ber that our Adverſaries have vouchſaſed one word in — 

| mene 
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Pero d from Scripture. 31 
ed it to the Princes of Europe to be tolerated 
eir {ſeveral Dominions. But if there be #0- 
W ſuch an unconſcionable Liberty of impoſing 
che World ſpurious and counterfeit writings 
= moſt ſacred parts of Scripture, and of ex- 
ing, or rather, perverting, and handlin 
rue Word of. God deceitfully; if in ſuch 
Woportant Article, as this, words mult not be 
Wn in ſome fixt and determinate ſenſe, and 
W their native, genuine, and moſt famous ſenſe 
Which they have been ever hitherto under- 
by the Church, there can be no certainty 
ich; but every Man may believe as he will, 
Waly coin a new Creed and a new Religion | 
Wis own, and put it off too for Scripture Do- 
i and Primitive Chriſtianity. And who knows 
if Jer. ages may be bleſs d with ſome great 
„„ who by the help of a daring Wit, and 
it i ſurance, and another Arabic, MS. ſhall 
dg the Alcoran from the Bible, and have as 
1 | followers and admirers of his Undertaking, 
. preſent Advocates of the old exploded He- 
pat to their Heterodox and Novel expreſ- 
hl v utterly repugnant to the plainneſs and ſim- 
of the Goſpel, 1 oppoſe what the great 
aus long ago replied to the Heretichs of his 
who then, as theſe Men do now, corrupted 
aach by ambiguous and exotick terms, bor- 
from the Schools of the Philoſophers, to diſ- 
their own Heretical meaning. Such in par- 
Wir was Annes, or non factus. It is more con- 
=", ſaith he, f piety and truth to f. Anif God 
"| 8 and to call him Father, than to name him 
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a Aihanaſ. Orat. 1. cont. bak §. 34. 


only 


31 The Divinity of our Saviour 
only from his works, and call him not made. 
this word ſignifies only thoſe works, which by the 
of the Father were made by the Word. But the vi 
Father, in its ſgnification, reſpects only the Son, J 
terminates in him. As much therefore as the Son 
cells all things that are made, fo is it more excel 
to call God Father, than not made. Tor thi 
zs not extant in the Scriptures, and carries an anf 
guous and ſuſpicious ſenſe, and is apt to diſtract 
manas of thoſe, who enquire about this Queſtion. 
Father zs 4 Scriptural word, ſimple, and more agi 

able to truth, and ſigniſies or reſpects the Son ali 
And in fine, not made zs @ term invented by Wi 
Gentiles, who know not the Son; but the name 
ther was own d by our Lord, and by him given to 
The ſame Anſwer, only putting Independent 
Ay1rs, Or not made, will ſerve to our preſent 
verſaries. For where in all the Scriptures do 
meet with this word? and doth not it carry 

dangerous and ſuſpicious a meaning as Ae 
What, in the name of God, is this Dependence 
Independence of the Deity ? for we know no ſelf 
of theſe Words in Divinis, unleſs they have a 
ſpect to, or connotation of, the creatures. HY 
do our Adverſaries conſtrue theſe words of off 
Saviour? As the Father hath life in himſelf, ſo h 
he given to the Son to have life in himſelf, Jo. v. A 
And 1s it poſſible for words more emphatically 
expreſs the ſame fulneſs, and perfection of beilf 
in the Father and the Son, ſaving only that iti 
given to the Son by the Father, than theſe of o 


© | 
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Saviour do? Not that this giving, or communig 4 


tion from the Father, any way derogates from ti 


eſſence of the Son, or implies the leaſt defect 
imperfection of being in him, but only ſhews, i 
c 


7 
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Winients frequently expreſs it, that the Father 
buntain of the Deity. 

WW: becauſe our Adverſaries are wont to 
o, and moſt unmercifully to inſult us with 
WW: word Auris, and another Engliſh one, 
as the Greek, and that is Self cumin (near 


an o Independent, and therefore the ſame An- 
po W night ſerve to both) yet ſeeing Aure9- G. 


Wnany other words, of the like import, are 
imes us d by the Fathers, and the Men, I am 
ealing with, ſeem to lay one main ſtreſs of 
W: cauſe upon theſe Terms (though, as they do 
Wy very well know *, all of them are in a 
Win and ſound ſenſe applicable to the Son) 


dings being conſider d, it may perhaps be 
„ W#cd that 1 ſhould return them ſome Anſwer. 
ws wh after having ſo fully prov d that Chriſt 


a/ or the 5 av, and that all the other Cha- 
rs, and Titles of the One true God, do equally 
77 to the Son with the Father; which ſurely 
s effectually and clearly expreſs all fulneſs 


fe xrfection of being, as Auro): or Self-exiſtent, 
an : IS 
W other Term, that the wit of Man can in- 
F . ind cannot without Blaſphemy be attributed 


j creature: Though, after having done this, 
abt reaſonably be excus d from any farther 
be; yet, to prevent all juſt cauſe of com- 
t that any thing, by them thought ſo conſi- 
e, hath been neglected, I thus reply. That 
Wn /tence, (allowing the term, though a very 
vyper one, unleſs it means Neceſſary exiſtence) 


u Biſhop Pearſon on the Creed Marg. Note pag. 39. and Bi- 
a Tall Def. Fid. Nic. Sect. 4. cap. 1. have ſaid concerning Avr? 
le terms. To all which likewiſe I remember no Anſwer 


E. as 


34 Ihe Divinity of our Saviour | 
as it is oppos'd to the Exiſtence of the creal 
which had a beginning of being, and that if 
carious and contingent being, and every of wil 
Eſſences are numerically diſtinct, doth-indeef 
ply a perfection of being; and in this ſenie MM 
Perſon of the Trinity is equally Aung - 
Self-exiſtent. But Self-exiſtence, abſtracted WM 
the creatures, and applied paris Divinis, u 
there is neither Prius nor Poſters, whole EM 
is indiviſible and numerically the ſame, doi 
imply the ſame perfection; for here it only ii 
fies, what the Fathers call, the h $ wlll 
Teams, Or the Perſonal Property, and Diſtinction 
Father from the Yon and Holy Ghoſt ; and ini 
ſenſe the Father only is Avr, and, if thi 
pleaſe, and we cannot do without this new 
Self-exiſtent too. But then it is no cſſential WM 
fection of being, but only, as J ſaid, a per 
Property. For if SHHexiſtence, or, which ii 
ſame thing, Paternity, be an eſſential perfeꝙ; 
of being, then it will follow that every q 
is the Father; for we do and muſt maintain, 
every Perſon by himſelf hath all the eſſe 
perfections of the Godhead ; and yet every 
ſon cannot be the Father, becauſe two of all 
derive their being from the Father. Into 
Abſurdities are Men led by an affectation of 
velty, with their new Terms introducing like 

new and ſtrange Doctrines. And though 
Term Selſexiſtent in ſound and appearance b 
ſolute, and fo may be thought to imply {all 
hing abſolute and irreſpe&ive in God; yl 
nſe and fignification it is quite otherwiſe, W 
like many other Terms ſeemingly abſolute, “ 4 
a latent reſpect to the other two FR um 
ge 
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rea de their being from the Father. Now that 
at ( Godhead of the Father and of the Son, which 
e very ſame Godhead, the ſame yeſterday, and 
Wy, and for ever; or in other words, that the 
MW; fame individual and numerical Being, from 
eternity perfect and immutable, ſhould be 
W:: or leſs perfect than it ſelf, is a very great 


, wilftery indeed; greater by much, than any 
: E(QMch the Scripture or true "Chriſtianity teaches. 
doi hing in the World 1s like it, but that great 


y ſtery of all Myſteries, Popiſy Tranſubſtantia- 
W | mean, where Accidents ſubſiſting without 
Subject, a Body without Dimenſions, or 
W:ofion of parts, and a hundred more ſuch 
Wy and ſurprizing wonders may be found; 
Wo which our Adverſaries are wont indeed, 
of their great piety, very familiarly to com- 
our Doctrine in this point. But this little 
e of Profane Wit has been often and ſuffi- 
iy baffled and exposd*. And now, if a 
WW /hould ask what is that perfection of being 
e Father, above the perfection of the ſame 
e in the Son, I believe it would puzzle the 
e (lan of theſe great Philoſophers, and Di- 


ery 
of to give a tolerable and ſatisfactory Anſwer. 
nto o let them make the beſt of their new - fangled 
1 of , Independent, Self-exrſtent, and twenty more 
like if they have them; for all that ever they 
gh be able to prove with them, tho they ſhould 
ce 0 or at it till Dooms-day, is only this; that the 
üs not the Father, nor the Father the Son, 
3 79 
iſe, | | 
te U de our Writers in the Pop;ſh Controverſy in a late Reign, par- 
dhe late Learned Biſhop Killing fleet's Doctrine of the Trinity 
8 r 3 924 2 W's 
D /%/aniazion compar d, in two parts, ; 
If E 2 which 
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which none but the Sabellian Crew ever yet aft 
I muſt have one Word more with them, and 
is this; that ſeeing all thoſe reaſonings, w 
proceed upon theſe terms, are only founded if 
that priority and dependence between the if 
rantia, and the Generata, which we ſee in ten 
rary Generation, they only ſhew the narrow 
(and may I not add the baſeneſs and impiel 
of their own conceptions, who would limit 
infinitely glorious & incomprehenſible perfedi 
of God, by the ſcantineſs and imperfection off 
Creatures. And whenſoever they ſhall be pl 
more plainly to ſpeak out that good and pili 
meaning, which is couch'd under theſe ſpeciou 
artful Terms; which, if they ſignify any thinge 
rent from us, would inſinuate that the Son 180 
nother and diverſe Nature from the Father, an 
conſequence a creature (for I would fain knd 
Medium between a created Being and not cre 
I ſhall then tell them what Athanaſſus told t 
Forefathers, that they do virtually and by cc 
quence, with Valentinus and his Scholars, make 
Son a Hoch or Emiſſion from the Father; ani 
their Doctrine is only old Gnaſticiſm in a new q 
for therein it neceſſarily terminates. And is 
at laſt the Religion which the Princes of H 
are ſo gravely and ſolemnly addreſs d to tok 
(and when Opportunity ſhall ſerve, I ſuppol$ 
eſtabliſh) in their Dominions? And then may 
not expect the ſame bleſſed pranks to be p 
over again, of which Church Hiſtory , eſpec 
in the fourth Century, is full? But it is to be h 
that theſe Princes, eſpecially our own molt WF 
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« Orat. III. cont. Arian. f. Co, 64 
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Sovereign, Defender of the Faith (whom God of 
infinite and undeſerved mercy to this ſinful 
uch and Nation long preſerve; and to whom 
nay reaſonably preſume this goodly Addreſs 
Worincipally directed) are too wiſe, and too good 
e influenc d by ſuch weak and empty Haran- 
, or any other means that theſe Men can uſe 
ieromote ſo wretched a Cauſe. 
fre I ſhall rake my leave of them, and ask 
ton of this great and learned Audience, for 
Wis ſo long treſpaſs d upon them: but the im- 
W:nce and dignity of my Subject, if 1 have in 
tolerable degree anſwer d it, will, I am con- 
Mit, in this place plead my excuſe. For to 
up all in one Word; The great and myſte- 
s Truth, which I have been all this while 
avouring to aſlert, is the Baſis and Founda- 
WS of our Chriſtianity : overthrow this, and the 
el becomes entirely another Goſpel, which 
lever preacheth, tho he were an Angel from 
mm, as St. Paul ſpeaks, let him be accurs da. This 
MW: tremendous and admirable Myſtery of God- 
that God was manifeſted in the fleſh*. Herein 
inexpreſſible and incomprehenſible love of 
is father declar'd towards us, that he ſpar d not 
vn Son, but deliver d him up for us all ©. Hereon 
nds our Sole confidence or hope of pardon 
lvation, that God, who in the beginning laid 
undation of the earth, and of whoſe hands the 
mr are the works d, was content to aſſume our 
re,and therein become our Prieſt and Sacrifice, 
thereby made a full and perfect atonement 
n Dur ſins, and nom eder liveth to make interceſſion 
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Ject of our Worſhip; for if the Son be not 
in the Creeds ; or daily Offices of our Church 


of our Church, very pertinent to ſhut up 
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rus, Hereby only are we aſcertain d of the 


ofthe ſame Eſſence or Subſtance,and by conſequat 
of the ſame infinite and adorable perfection 
the Father, we cannot, without manifeſt 
ry, offer up to him our prayers and praiſe 
with a good Conſcience, and faith unfeigned 


O holy, bleſſed, and glorious Trinity, three pen 
one God, have mercy upon us miſerable Simm 
Glory be to the Father, and to the Son, and to i 
ty Ghoſt. &c. .-* 

I ſhall conclude all, with that excellent @ 


Diſcourſe, E 

Almighty and everlaſting God, who haſt givenl 
ws thy ſervants grace by the confeſſion of a true 
#o acknowledge the glory of the eternal Trautyy\ 
zn the power of the Divine Majeſty to wog 
Unity ; We beſeech thee, that thou would ſt keep wiſh 
faſt in this faith, and evermore defend us fromal 
werſities, who liveſt and reigneſt one God word 
out end, Amen. e = 9 
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